May 4, 1999

(Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

A FRAMEWORK FOR SETTLING
THE KOSOVO CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, some of
us have recognized for a long time that
it was terribly important that Russia
become increasingly involved in the
crisis in Yugoslavia.

Russia is, | think as everybody
knows, Yugoslavia’s major ally and
major supporter. If Russia could be
brought into the process supporting
the humanitarian goals of the stopping
of ethnic cleansing, it would be a major
step forward in solving what is increas-
ingly becoming a very, very horrible
situation in the Balkans.

Within that light, | was very de-
lighted to learn about a trip to Vienna,
Austria, that was being organized by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CURT WELDON), who has done an excel-
lent job in trying to improve relations
between the United States Congress
and the Russian Duma. He was orga-
nizing a trip which would involve 11
Members of the United States Congress
to meet with the leaders of the Russian
Duma.

On that trip, in addition to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania  (Mr.
WELDON), were the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MAURICE HINCHEY), the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. NEIL
ABERCROMBIE), the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DENNIS KUCINICH), the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. CORINNE
BROWN), the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. DoN SHERwoOD), the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. ROSCOE
BARTLETT), the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON), the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. Jim GiBBONS), and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
JOSEPH PITTS). There were six Repub-
licans, four Democrats, and myself,
who is an Independent.

Mr. Speaker, in arriving in Vienna
and meeting with the Russians, | think
we were all delighted that the Russians
shared our strong concerns about
bringing peace to Yugoslavia. We were
able, after a lot of discussion, to come
up with an agreement.

As others have said, we were not
there to negotiate the fine points of a
treaty. That was not our job. But we
were there to see if we could come to-
gether on the broad outlines of what a
peace process would mean for the Bal-
kan area, and | think we did that.

Mr. Speaker, let me just touch on
some of the important points that the
Russians and our delegation agreed
upon.

“We call on all of the interested par-
ties to find practical measures for a
parallel solution to three tasks, with-
out regard to sequence;” in other
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words, to do it in a simultaneous man-
ner. That is, ‘‘the stopping of the
NATO bombing of the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia; the withdrawal of Ser-
bian Armed Forces from Kosovo, and
the cessation of the military activities
of the KLA.”

What we have said is that these steps
should be accomplished through a se-
ries of confidence-building measures,
which include but should not be lim-
ited to the following:

A, the release of all prisoners of war.
When we stated that, our three POWs
were, of course, still being held by
Yugoslavia, and a few hours after this
agreement was reached Milosevic, as it
turns out, released our three POWs.

My own view is that, consistent with
this agreement, in an act of good faith
on our part, we should release the two
Serbian POWs that we are holding. But
our agreement called for the release of
all prisoners of war.

Second of all, what we said is the vol-
untary repatriation of all refugees in
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and
unhindered access to them by humani-
tarian aid organizations. In other
words, what we were agreeing to is that
the people who have been driven out of
their homes whose villages were burned
by Yugoslavia should be allowed to re-
turn to their homes and be allowed all
of the humanitarian help they can re-
ceive.

Thirdly, and on a very important
point, there was agreement on the
composition of the armed international
forces which would administer Kosovo
after the Serbian withdrawal.

The composition of the group should
be decided by a consensus agreement of
the five permanent members of the
U.N. Security Council, in consultation
with Macedonia, Albania, the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, and the recog-
nized leadership of Kosovo.

This is a very important step for-
ward, because what this means is the
Russians are saying very clearly that
there should be armed international
forces, something that many of us un-
derstand is absolutely necessary if the
people of Kosovo are to return safely
and with protection to their homes.

I think increasingly, within our own
administration and all over the world,
there is an understanding that that
armed international force need not
strictly be NATO. That is what we are
saying here, and that is what the Rus-
sians have agreed to.

Then we said that the above group
would be supplemented by the mone-
tary activities of the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | think
that this trip was a significant step
forward in bringing the Russians into
the peace process. | was very proud and
delighted to be there with my fellow
representatives from the United States
Congress.
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AGREEMENT REACHED IN VIENNA
PROVIDES A FRAMEWORK FOR
RESTORING PEACE IN YUGO-
SLAVIA AND KOSOVO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewomen for giving me the op-
portunity to go forward.

Mr. Speaker, |, too, had the oppor-
tunity to join my colleagues in the trip
to Vienna to meet with leaders of the
Russian Duma.

Mr. Speaker, in this audience tonight
we have some young people who are
visiting our Nation’s Capitol, and as |
was looking up there getting ready to
speak, | was reminded of the time when
I was in school at that age, and we had
in this country a different type of rela-
tionship with Russia.

It was the height of the Cold War,
and at school they used to do drills.
Some people will remember the drills.
They were called duck and cover drills.
We would have to, anticipating there
would be a nuclear attack, we would
actually have to get down under our
desks, cover our heads, and close our
eyes so we would not see the flash that
was supposed to be a nuclear attack.

Mr. Speaker, that was an era of ter-
ror. It was an era when the United
States and Russia were at odds over
the great global consequences of
whether capitalism or communism
would rule the earth.

Have we come a long way from those
days? Yes. We worked throughout the
seventies to build down nuclear arms,
we worked throughout the eighties to
reestablish a relationship with Russia,
and in the nineties we have in the
United States been responsible for
helping Russia rebuild itself economi-
cally, and assisted in so many ways as
partners in peace.

But yet, Mr. Speaker, that very
peace and that partnership has been
threatened by the Balkan conflict, be-
cause Russia has seen this conflict in
other terms, and only a week ago the
leader of the Yablako faction in Rus-
sia, Vladimir Luhkin, was quoted in
worldwide news reports as saying a
blockade of the port in Montenegro
would be a direct path to nuclear esca-
lation, setting aside years and years of
progress that we made and launching
us right back into the Cold War.

How important it was to have Mem-
bers of this Congress go to Vienna,
Austria, to sit down with that very
same leader and other leaders of the
Duma, the leader of Mr.
Chernomyrdin’s party, one of the lead-
ers of the Communist party, to sit
down with those individuals face-to-
face, sharing our common human inter-
est in protecting the life of this planet
and sharing our interest in relieving
the suffering of the Kosovar Albanians
and of the people who are being bombed
throughout the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia.
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